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The book under review tries to explain why India’s South is
much ahead of its North in every socio-economic aspect. The
study is similar to the widely known debates on the global
North and global South in which the prosperous global North,
made up of the regions of North America, Western Europe and
East Asia, is juxtaposed against the comparatively less de-
veloped global South, comprising the regions of Latin America,
Asia and the Middle East, and the debates try to tease out
reasons for different levels of development in the two broad
regions.
The book is written in a simple, straightforward style that
makes for an easy and quick read. It adopts an interesting ap-
proach, ﬁrst comparing Uttar Pradesh (UP) and Tamil Nadu
(TN) on various indicators, and then running a similar analy-
sis between the northern and southern regions. The book is
organised into ﬁve broad sections. The ﬁrst comprises survey
and review of international and Indian literature on re-
gional disparities and convergence. The second section iden-
tiﬁes indicators based on which the regions are compared.
The third section details longitudinal analysis of perfor-
mance of TN and UP. The fourth section compares the per-
formance of the North and the South. The book ends with
conclusions and summary.
From the very beginning, the book establishes two aims
for itself. First, it attempts to see whether the South, com-
prising Tamil Nadu, Karnataka, Andhra Pradesh, and Kerala
was always ahead of the North, which includes Uttar Pradesh,
Bihar, Madhya Pradesh and Rajasthan or if this is a recent phe-
nomenon. Secondly, it attempts to explore the factors that
may have caused the South to perform better than the North.
The authors ﬁrst establish that poverty rates and per capita
income vary to a large extent between TN and UP, with TN
doing better than UP in matters of economic well-being. They
then try to explain the difference by comparing the states
on two broad categories of factors which they call proxi-
mate factors and foundational factors. Proximate factors
consist of literacy, health, public spending and infrastruc-
ture, while foundational factors consist of multiple dimen-
sions of governance, such as rule of law.
The book is a useful collection of data points. Data pre-
sented clearly show that the South made good use of the op-
portunities of the post-liberalisation era and surged ahead of
the North. Tamil Nadu nurtured good human capabilities, in-
frastructure and internal resources which, when clubbed with
political stability and an aware and enlightened public, helped
the state get ahead of most of its counterparts and espe-
cially ahead of UP, in this context.
However, there are three broad areas where, in my opinion,
the book could have done better. The ﬁrst is: substantiating
claims and assumptions with academic backing. The book iden-
tiﬁes parameters upon which it would base its comparisons
quite early on, but no reasons are provided for selecting those
speciﬁc parameters and that makes one wonder if the authors
simply report on only those criteria that they can measure.
At other points there are statements such as “there is a lengthy
literature that attempts to explain the relationship between
urbanisation and economic growth” (p. 45) but not a single
reference is provided. Since the authors have not provided
adequate explanations and references for their assump-
tions, I fee that some measures would not stand up to rigor-
ous scrutiny. For instance, the attempt by the authors to try
and connect infant mortality rate and hospitalisation ex-
penses happens in the following manner: “. . . hospitalisation
is one of the most important reasons for indebtedness and
abject poverty, especially in rural areas. Hence, we assume
that states which have lower IMRs (infant mortality rates) are
healthier” (p. 40). A more detailed explanation and substan-
tiation of such assumptions is required in the interests of
rigour the connection does not seem clear to a general
audience.
The second area in which authors could have done better
is their explanation of how Tamil Nadu managed to surge so
far ahead of UP. Rather than making sweeping claims such
as “as a result of the population policy and its effective
implementation the proportion of children in TN is much
lower than in UP (p. 44)”, it would have been preferable if
the authors had explained what was in the policy that made
such an impact. The authors thus do not deal adequately
with the “how” question. A regular econometrics study,
perhaps, would have been more cautious about claims of
causality!
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One ﬁnal observation that needs to be made is that while
the authors’ ﬁndings that TN has done much better than UP
need not be contested as such, the way in which the book
presents these ﬁndings appears to be one sided. After re-
porting how Tamil Nadu made important historical develop-
ments in the ﬁeld of elementary education, the authors
mention that for UP they were unable to ﬁnd any such
material based on which they conclude that probably there
were no important developments in this area in UP which were
worth documenting (p. 57). Several such examples can be
found throughout the book.
In the introductory chapter, the authors mention that
their book draws from the disciplines of economics, sociol-
ogy, political science, history and management (p. 7).
However, one can see economics dominating all other disci-
plines in the analysis. Following two lines from the book
prove my point. When reporting on the demographic divi-
dend of TN the authors mention that decline in fertility
rate reduced the proportion of children in the population
which is “highly conducive to economic growth as it
results in decrease in consumption and increase in produc-
tion” (p. 42). Further on, the book concludes that “the
burden of the child population is far less in TN than in UP”
(p. 45).
The book presents its ﬁndings in a succinct manner but it
does appear at times that it is only concerned with income
and output, and the efﬁciency with which they are pro-
duced, to the neglect of all other dynamics of how societies
grow and prosper.
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